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SYSTEMS AND METHODS FOR SELECTIVE
RATE OF SPEECH AND SPEECH
PREFERENCES FOR TEXT TO SPEECH
SYNTHESIS

FIELD OF THE INVENTION

This relates to systems and methods for synthesizing
audible speech from text.

BACKGROUND OF THE DISCLOSURE

Today, many popular electronic devices, such as personal
digital assistants (“PDAs”) and hand-held media players or
portable electronic devices (“PEDs™), are battery powered
and include various user interface components. Convention-
ally, such portable electronic devices include buttons, dials, or
touchpads to control the media devices and to allow users to
navigate through media assets, including, e.g., music, speech,
or other audio, movies, photographs, interactive art, text, etc.,
resident on (or accessible through) the media devices, to
select media assets to be played or displayed, and/or to set
user preferences for use by the media devices. The function-
ality supported by such portable electronic devices 1s increas-
ing. At the same time, these media devices continue to get
smaller and more portable. Consequently, as such devices get
smaller while supporting robust functionality, there are
increasing difficulties in providing adequate user interfaces
tor the portable electronic devices.

Some user interfaces have taken the form of graphical user
interfaces or displays which, when coupled with other inter-
face components on the device, allow users to navigate and
select media assets and/or set user preferences. However,
such graphical user interfaces or displays may be inconve-
nient, small, or unusable. Other devices have completely done
away with a graphical user display.

One problem encountered by users of portable devices that
lack a graphical display relates to difficulty in 1dentifying the
audio content being presented via the device. This problem
may also be encountered by users of portable electronic
devices that have a graphical display, for example, when the
display 1s small, poorly illuminated, or otherwise unviewable.

Thus, there 1s a need to provide users of portable electronic
devices with non-visual identification of media content deliv-
ered on such devices.

SUMMARY OF THE DISCLOSUR.

L1

Embodiments of the mvention provide audible human
speech that may be used to 1dentily media content delivered
on a portable electronic device, and that may be combined
with the media content such that 1t 1s presented during display
or playback ofthe media content. Such speech content may be
based on data associated with, and i1dentifying, the media
content by recording the identilying information and combin-
ing 1t with the media content. For such speech content to be
appealing and usetul for a particular user, 1t may be desirable
for 1t to sound as 11 1t were spoken 1n normal human language,
in an accent that 1s familiar to the user.

One way to provide such a solution may involve use of
speech content that 1s a recording of an actual person’s read-
ing of the identifying information. However, 1n addition to
being prone to human error, this approach would require
significant resources 1n terms ol dedicated man-hours, and
may be too impractical for use 1n connection with distributing,
media files whose numbers can exceed hundreds of thou-
sands, millions, or even billions. This 1s especially true for
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new songs, podcasts, movies, television shows, and other
media items that are all made available for downloading in
huge quantities every second of every day across the entire
globe.

Accordingly, processors may alternatively be used to syn-
thesize speech content by automatically extracting the data
associated with, and 1dentitying, the media content and con-
verting it 1nto speech. However, most media assets are typi-
cally fixed 1n content (1.e., existing personal media players do
not typically operate to allow mixing of additional audio
while playing content from the media assets). Moreover,
existing portable electronic devices are not capable of syn-
thesizing such natural-sounding high-quality speech.
Although one may contemplate modilying such media
devices so as to be capable of synthesizing and mixing speech
with an original media file, such modification would include
adding circuitry, which would increase the size and power
consumption of the device, as well as negatively impact the
device’s ability to instantaneously playback media files.

Thus, other resources that are separate from the media
devices may be contemplated 1n order to extract data identi-
tying media content, synthesize it into speech, and mix the
speech content with the original media file. For example, a
computer that1s used to load media content onto the device, or
any other processor that may be connected to the device, may
be used to perform the speech synthesis operation.

This may be implemented through software that utilizes
processing capabilities to convert text data into synthetic
speech. For example, such software may configure a remote
server, a host computer, a computer that 1s synchronized with
the media player, or any other device having processing capa-
bilities, to convert data i1dentitying the media content and
output the resulting speech. This technique efliciently lever-
ages the processing resources of a computer or other device to
convert text strings 1nto audio files that may be played back on
any device. The computing device performs the processor
intensive text-to-speech conversion so that the media player
only needs to perform the less intensive task of playing the
media file. These techniques are described in commonly-
owned, co-pending patent application Ser. No. 10/981,993,
filed on Nov. 4, 2004 (now U.S. Published Patent Application
No. 2006/0095848), which 1s hereby incorporated by refer-
ence herein 1n 1ts entirety.

However, techniques that rely on automated processor
operations for converting text to speech are far from perfect,
especially if the goal 1s to render accurate, high quality, nor-
mal human language sounding speech at fast rates. This 1s
because text can be misinterpreted, characters can be falsely
recognized, and the process of providing such rendering of
high quality speech 1s resource intensive.

Moreover, users who download media content are nation-
als of all countries, and thus speak 1n different languages,
dialects, or accents. Thus, speech based on a specific piece of
text that identifies media content may be articulated to sound
in what 1s almost an infinite number of different ways,
depending on the native tongue of a speaker who 1s being
emulated during the text-to-speech conversion. Making
speech available 1n languages, dialects, or accents that sound
familiar to any user across the globe 1s desirable 11 the product
or service that 1s being offered 1s to be considered truly
international. However, this adds to the challenges 1n design-
ing automated text-to-speech synthesizers without sacrificing
accuracy, quality, and speed.

Accordingly, an embodiment of the invention may provide
a user ol portable electronic devices with an audible recording
for identitying media content that may be accessible through
such devices. The audible recording may be provided for an
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existing device without having to modify the device, and may
be provided at high and variable rates of speed. The audible

recording may be provided 1n an automated fashion that does
not require human recording of identifying information. The
audible recording may also be provided to users across the
globe 1n languages, dialects, and accents that sound familiar
to these users.

Embodiments of the invention may be achieved using sys-
tems and methods for synthesizing text to speech that helps
identily content 1n media assets using sophisticated text-to-
speech algorithms. Speech may be selectively synthesized
from text strings that are typically associated with, and that
identify, the media assets. Portions of these strings may be
normalized by substituting certain non-alphabetical charac-
ters with their most likely counterparts using, for example, (1)
handwritten heuristics derived from a domain-script’s knowl-
edge, (11) text-rewrite rules that are automatically or semi-
automatically generated using ‘machine learning’ algo-
rithms, or (111) statistically trained probabilistic methods, so
that they are more easily converted mto human sounding
speech. Such text strings may also originate 1n one or more
native languages and may need to be converted into one or
more other target languages that are familiar to certain users.
In order to do so, the text’s native language may be deter-
mined automatically from an analysis of the text. One way to
do this 1s using N-gram analysis at the word and/or character
levels. A first set of phonemes corresponding to the text string
in 1ts native language may then be obtained and converted into
a second set of phonemes in the target language. Such con-

version may be implemented using tables that map phonemes
in one language to another according to a set of predetermined
rules that may be context sensitive. Once the target phonemes
are obtained, they may be used as a basis for providing a high
quality, human-sounding rendering of the text string that 1s
spoken 1n an accent or dialect that 1s familiar to a user, no
matter the native language of the text or the user.

In order to produce such sophisticated speech at high rates
and provide it to users of existing portable electronic devices,
the above text-to-speech algorithms may be implemented on
a server larm system. Such a system may include several
rendering servers having render engines that are dedicated to
implement the above algorithms in an efficient manner. The
server farm system may be part of a front end that includes
storage on which several media assets and their associated
synthesized speech are stored, as well as a request processor
for recerving and processing one or more requests that result
in providing such synthesized speech. The front end may
communicate media assets and associated synthesized speech
content over a network to host devices that are coupled to
portable electronic devices on which the media assets and the
synthesized speech may be played back.

An embodiment 1s provided for a method for customizing
delivery of synthesized speech, the method comprising:
obtaining a speech synthesis segment; identifying auser’s use
of speech synthesis and a user’s input for the speech synthe-
s1s; analyzing the speech synthesis segment; and customizing
the speech synthesis segment based on (1) the i1dentified
user’s use and the 1dentified user’s iput, and (2) the analysis
ol the speech synthesis segment.

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS

The above and other embodiments of the invention will be
apparent upon consideration of the following detailed

description, taken 1n conjunction with accompanying draw-
ings, 1 which like reference characters refer to like parts

throughout, and 1n which:
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FIG. 1 1s an 1llustrative schematic view of a text-to-speech
system 1n accordance with certain embodiments of the inven-
tion;

FIG. 2 1s a flowchart of an 1llustrative process for generally
providing text-to-speech synthesis in accordance with certain
embodiments of the invention;

FIG. 2A 1s a flowchart of an illustrative process for analyz-
ing and modifying a text string in accordance with certain
embodiments of the invention;

FIG. 3 1s a flowchart of an illustrative process for deter-
mining the native language of text strings 1n accordance with
certain embodiments of the invention;

FIG. 4 1s a flowchart of an 1llustrative process for normal-
1zing text strings 1n accordance with certain embodiments of
the invention;

FIG. 5 1s a flowchart of an 1llustrative process for providing,
phonemes that may be used to synthesize speech from text
strings 1n accordance with certain embodiments of the inven-
tion;

FIG. 6 1s an illustrative block diagram of a render engine 1n
accordance with certain embodiments of the invention:

F1G. 7 1s a flowchart of an 1llustrative process for providing
concatenation of words 1n a text string in accordance with
certain embodiments of the invention; and

FIG. 8 1s a tlowchart of an illustrative process for modify-
ing delivery of speech synthesis 1 accordance with certain
embodiments of the mnvention.

DETAILED DESCRIPTION OF TH.
DISCLOSURE

L1

The invention relates to systems and methods for providing,
speech content that 1identifies a media asset through speech
synthesis. The media asset may be an audio item such a music
file, and the speech content may be an audio file that 1s
combined with the media asset and presented belfore or
together with the media asset during playback. The speech
content may be generated by extracting metadata associated
with and identifying the media asset, and by converting 1t into
speech using sophisticated text-to-speech algorithms that are
described below.

Speech content may be provided by user mteraction with
an on-line media store where media assets can be browsed,
searched, purchased and/or acquired via a computer network.
Alternatively, the media assets may be obtained via other
sources, such as local copying of a media asset, such as a CD
or DVD, a liverecording to local memory, a user composition,
shared media assets from other sources, radio recordings, or
other media assets sources. In the case of a music file, the
speech content may include information identifying the artist,
performer, composer, title of song/composition, genre, per-
sonal preference rating, playlist name, name of album or
compilation to which the song/composition pertains, or any
combination thereof or of any other metadata that 1s associ-
ated with media content. For example, when the song 1is
played on the media device, the title and/or artist information
can be announced in an accent that 1s familiar to the user
betfore the song begins. The mvention may be implemented in
numerous ways, including, but not limited to systems, meth-
ods, and/or computer readable media.

Several embodiments of the invention are discussed below
with reference to FIGS. 1-8. However, those skilled 1n the art
will readily appreciate that the detailed description provided
herein with respect to these figures 1s for explanatory pur-
poses and that the invention extends beyond these limited
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embodiments. For clarity, dotted lines and boxes in these
figures represent events or steps that may occur under certain
circumstances.

FIG. 1 1s a block diagram of a media system 100 that
supports text-to-speech synthesis and speech content provi-
s10n according to some embodiments of the invention. Media
system 100 may include several host devices 102, back end
107, front end 104, and network 106. Fach host device 102
may be associated with a user and coupled to one or more
portable electronic devices (“PEDs”) 108. PED 108 may be
coupled directly or indirectly to the network 106.

The user of host device 102 may access front end 104 (and
optionally back end 107) through network 106. Upon access-
ing front end 104, the user may be able to acquire digital
media assets from front end 104 and request that such media
be provided to host device 102. Here, the user can request the
digital media assets 1n order to purchase, preview, or other-
wise obtain limited rights to them.

Front end 104 may include request processor 114, which
canreceive and process user requests for media assets, as well
as storage 124. Storage 124 may include a database 1n which
several media assets are stored, along with synthesized
speech content identifying these assets. A media asset and
speech content associated with that particular asset may be
stored as part of or otherwise associated with the same file.
Back end 107 may include rendering farm 126, which tunc-
tions may include synthesizing speech from the data (e.g.,
metadata) associated with and i1dentifying the media asset.
Rendering farm 126 may also mix the synthesized speech
with the media asset so that the combined content may be sent
to storage 124. Rendering farm 126 may include one or more
rendering servers 136, ecach of which may include one or
multiple mstances of render engines 146, details of which are
shown 1n FIG. 6 and discussed further below.

Host device 102 may interconnect with front end 104 and
back end 107 via network 106. Network 106 may be, for
example, a data network, such as a global computer network
(e.g., the World Wide Web). Network 106 may be a wireless
network, a wired network, or any combination of the same.

Any suitable circuitry, device, system, or combination of
these (e.g., a wireless communications 1nfrastructure includ-
ing communications towers and telecommunications servers)
operative to create a communications network may be used to
create network 106. Network 106 may be capable of provid-
Ing communications using any suitable communications pro-
tocol. In some embodiments, network 106 may support, for
example, traditional telephone lines, cable television, Wi-
F1™ (e.g., an 802.11 protocol), Ethernet, Bluetooth™, high
frequency systems (e.g., 900 MHz, 2.4 GHz, and 5.6 GHz
communication systems), infrared, transmission control pro-
tocol/internet protocol (“TCP/IP”) (e.g., any of the protocols
used 1n each of the TCP/IP layers), hypertext transter protocol
(“HTTP”), BitTorrent™, file transier protocol (“F1P”), real-
time transport protocol (“RTP”), real-time streaming proto-
col (“RTSP”), secure shell protocol (“SSH™), any other com-
munications protocol, or any combination thereof.

In some embodiments of the invention, network 106 may
support protocols used by wireless and cellular telephones
and personal e-mail devices (e.g., an 1Phone™ available by
Apple Inc. of Cupertino, Calif.). Such protocols can include,
tor example, GSM, GSM plus EDGE, CDMA, quadband, and
other cellular protocols. In another example, a long range
communications protocol can include Wi-Fi™ and protocols
for placing or receiving calls using voice-over-internet pro-
tocols (“VOIP”) or local area network (“LAN") protocols. In
other embodiments, network 106 may support protocols used
in wired telephone networks. Host devices 102 may connect
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to network 106 through a wired and/or wireless manner using
bidirectional communications paths 103 and 105.

Portable electronic device 108 may be coupled to host
device 102 in order to provide digital media assets that are
present on host device 102 to portable electronic device 108.
Portable electronic device 108 can couple to host device 102
over link 110. Link 110 may be a wired link or a wireless link.
In certain embodiments, portable electronic device 108 may
be a portable media player. The portable media player may be
battery-powered and handheld and may be able to play music
and/or video content. For example, portable electronic device
108 may be a media player such as any personal dlgltal
assistant (“PDA”), music player (e.g., an 1Pod™ Shufile, an
1Pod™ Nano, or an 1Pod™ Touch available by Apple Inc. of
Cupertino, Calil.), a cellular telephone (e.g., an 1Phone™), a
landline telephone, a personal e-mail or messaging device, or
combinations thereof.

Host device 102 may be any communications and process-
ing device that 1s capable of storing media that may be
accessed through media device 108. For example, host device
102 may be a desktop computer, a laptop computer, a personal
computer, or a pocket-sized computer.

A user can request a digital media asset from frontend 104.
Theuser may do so using 1'Tunes™ available from Apple Inc.,
or any other software that may be run on host device 102 and
that can communicate user requests to front end 104 through
network 106 using links 103 and 103. In doing so, the request
that 1s communicated may include metadata as socmted with
the desired media asset and from which speech content may
be synthesized using front end 104. Alternatively, the user can
merely request from front end 104 speech content associated
with the media asset. Such a request may be 1n the form of an
explicit request for speech content or may be automatically
triggered by a user playing or performing another operation
on a media asset that 1s already stored on host device 102.

Once request processor 114 receives a request for a media
asset or associated speech content, request processor 114 may
verily whether the requested media asset and/or associated
speech content 1s available 1n storage 124. If the requested
content 1s available 1n storage 124, the media asset and/or
associated speech content may be sent to request processor
114, which may relay the requested content to host device 102
through network 106 using links 105 and 103 or to a PED 108
directly. Such an arrangement may avoid duplicative opera-
tion and minimize the time that a user has to wait before
receiving the desired content.

If the request was originally for the media asset, then the
asset and speech content may be sent as part of a single file, or
a package of files associated with each other, whereby the
speech content can be mixed into the media content. 11 the
request was originally for only the speech content, then the
speech content may be sent through the same path described
above. As such, the speech content may be stored together
with (1.e., mixed into) the media asset as discussed herein, or
it may be merely associated with the media asset (1.e., without
being mixed 1nto 1t) 1n the database on storage 124.

As described above, the speech and media contents may be
kept separate 1n certain embodiments (1.e., the speech content
may be transmitted 1n a separate file from the media asset).
This arrangement may be desirable when the media asset 1s
readily available on host device 102 and the request made to
front end 104 1s a request for associated speech content. The
speech content may be mixed into the media content as

described in commonly-owned, co-pending patent applica-
tion Ser. No. 11/369,480, filed on Mar. 6, 2006 (now U.S.
Published Patent Application No. 2006-0168150), which 1s

hereby incorporated herein 1n 1ts entirety.
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Mixing the speech and media contents, 11 such an operation
1s to occur at all, may take place anywhere within front end
104, on host computer 102, or on portable electronic device
108. Whether or not the speech content 1s mixed into the
media content, the speech content may be 1n the form of an
audio file that 1s uncompressed (e.g., raw audio). This results
in high-quality audio being stored in front end 104 of FIG. 1.
A lossless compression scheme may then be used to transmit
the speech content over network 106. The recerved audio may
then be uncompressed at the user end (e.g., on hostdevice 102
or portable electronic device 108). Alternatively, the resulting
audio may be stored in a format similar to that used for the
media file with which it 1s associated.

If the speech content associated with the requested media
asset 1s not available 1n storage 124, request processor 114
may send the metadata associated with the requested media
asset to rendering farm 126 so that rendering farm 126 can
synthesize speech therefrom. Once the speech content 1s syn-
thesized from the metadata in rendering farm 126, the syn-
thesized speech content may be mixed with the correspond-
ing media asset. Such mixing may occur 1n rendering farm
126 or using other components (not shown) available 1n front
end 104. In this case, request processor 114 may obtain the
asset from storage 124 and commumnicate it to rendering farm
or to whatever component 1s charged with mixing the asset
with the synthesized speech content. Alternatively, rendering,
farm 126, or an other component, may communicate directly
with storage 124 in order to obtain the asset with which the
synthesized speech 1s to be mixed. In other embodiments,
request processor 114 may be charged with such mixing.

From the above, 1t may be seen that speech synthesis may
be mitiated 1n response to a specific request from request
processor 114 in response to a request recerved from host
device 102. On the other hand, speech synthesis may be
initiated 1n response to continuous addition of media assets
onto storage 124 or in response to a request from the operator
of front end 104. Such an arrangement may ensure that the
resources of rendering farm 126 do not go unused. Moreover,
having multiple rendering servers 136 with multiple render
engines 146 may avoid any delays in providing synthesized
speech content should additional resources be needed 1n case
multiple requests for synthesized speech content are initiated
simultaneously. This 1s especially true as new requests are
preferably diverted to low-load servers or engines. In other
embodiments of the invention, speech synthesis, or any por-
tion thereof as shown in FIGS. 2-5 and 7-8 or as described
turther 1n connection with any of the processes below, may
occur at any other device in network 106, on host device 102,
or on portable electronic device 108, assuming these devices
are equipped with the proper resources to handle such func-
tions. For example, any or all portions shown in FIG. 6 may be
incorporated into these devices.

To ensure that storage 124 does not overtlow with content,
appropriate techniques may be used to prioritize what content
1s deleted first and when such content 1s deleted. For example,
content can be deleted on a first-in-first-out basis, or based on
the popularity of content, whereby content that 1s requested
with higher frequency may be assigned a higher priority or
remain on storage 124 for longer periods of time than content
that 1s requested with less frequency. Such functionality may
be implemented using fading memories and time-stamping,
mechanisms, for example.

The following figures and description provide additional
details, embodiments, and implementations of text-to-speech
processes and operations that may be performed on text (e.g.,
titles, authors, performers, composers, etc.) associated with
media assets (e.g., songs, podcasts, movies, television shows,

10

15

20

25

30

35

40

45

50

55

60

65

8

audio books, etc.). Often, the media assets may include audio
content, such as a song, and the associated text from which
speech may be synthesized may include a title, author, per-
former, composers, genre, beats per minute, and the like.
Nevertheless, as described above, 1t should be understood that
neither the media asset nor the associated text 1s limited to
audio data, and that like processing and operations can be
used with other time-varying media types besides music such
as podcasts, movies, television shows, and the like, as well as
static media such as photographs, electronic mail messages,
text documents, and other applications that run on the PED
108 or that may be available via an application store.

FIG. 2 1s a flow diagram of a full text-to-speech conversion
process 200 that may be implemented 1n accordance with
certain embodiments of the invention. Each one of the steps in
process 200 1s described and illustrated 1n further detail in the
description and other figures herein.

The first step 1n process 200 1s the receipt of the text string
to be synthesized into speech starting at step 201. Similarly, at
step 203, the target language which represents the language or
dialect 1n which the text string will be vocalized is received.
The target language may be determined based on the request
by the user for the media content and/or the associated speech
content. The target language may or may not be utilized until
step 208. For example, the target language may influence how
text 1s normalized at step 204, as discussed further below 1n
connection with FIG. 4.

As described above 1n connection with FIG. 1, the request
that 1s communicated to rendering farm 126 (from either a
user of host device 102 or the operator of front end 104) may
include the text string (to be converted or synthesized to
speech), which can be in the form of metadata. The same
request may also include information from which the target
language may be dertved. For example, the user may enter the
target language as part of the request. Alternatively, the lan-
guage 1n which host device 102 (or the specific software
and/or servers that handle media requests, such as 1Tunes™)
1s configured may be communicated to request processor 114
software. As another example, the target language may be set
by the user through preference settings and communicated to
front end 104. Alternatively, the target language may be fixed
by front end 104 depending on what geographic location 1s
designated to be serviced by front end 104 (1.e., where the
request for the media or speech content 1s generated or
received). For example, 11 a user 1s interacting with a German
store front, request processor 114 may set the target language
to be German.

At step 202 of process 200, the native language of the text
string (1.¢., the language 1n which the text string has origi-
nated) may be determined. For example, the native language
of a text string such as “La Vie En Rose,” which refers to the
title of a song, may be determined to be French. Further
details on step 202 are provided below in connection with
FIG. 3. At step 204, the text string may be normalized in order
to, for example, expand abbreviations so that the text string 1s
more easily synthesized into human sounding speech. For
example, text such as “U2.,” which refers to the name of an
artist (rock music band), would be normalized to be “you
two.” Further details on step 204 are provided below 1n con-
nection with FIG. 4. Steps 202 and 204 may be performed
using any one of render engines 146 of FIG. 1. More specifi-
cally, pre-processor 602 of FIG. 6 may be specifically dedi-
cated to performing steps 202 and/or 204.

With respectto FIG. 2, step 202 may occur before step 204.
Alternatively, process 200 may begin with step 204, whereby
step 202 occurs thereaiter. Portions of process 200 may be
iterative as denoted by the dotted line arrow, 1n conjunction
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with the solid line arrow, between steps 202 and 204. More
specifically, steps 202 and 204 may occur several times, one
alter the other 1n a cyclical, repetitive manner until the desired
result 1s obtained. The combination of steps 202 and 204 may
result 1n a normalized text string having a known native lan-
guage or language of origin.

After steps 202 and 204 of process 200 have occurred, the
normalized text string may be used to determine a pronuncia-
tion of the text string 1n the target language at steps 206 and
208. This determination may be implemented using a tech-
nique that may be referred to as phoneme mapping, which
may be used 1n conjunction with a table look up. Using this
technique, one or more phonemes corresponding to the nor-
malized text may be obtained in the text’s native language at
step 206. Those obtained phonemes are used to provide pro-
nunciation of the phonemes 1n the target language at step 208.
A phoneme 1s a minimal sound unit of speech that, when
contrasted with another phoneme, affects the naming of
words 1n a particular language. It 1s typically the smallest unit
of sound that, when contrasted with another phoneme, afiects
the naming of words 1n a language. For example, the sound of
the character “r’” 1

in the words “red,” “bring,” or “round” 1s a
phoneme. Further details on steps 206 and 208 are provided
below 1n connection with FIG. 5.

It should be noted that certain normalized texts need not
need a pronunciation change from one language to another, as
indicated by the dotted line arrow bypassing steps 206 and
208. This may be true for text having a native language that
corresponds to the target language. Alternatively, a user may
wish to always hear text spoken 1n its native language, or may
want to hear text spoken in its native language under certain
conditions (e.g., if the native language 1s a language that 1s
recognized by the user because 1t 1s either common or merely
a different dialect of the user’s native language). Otherwise,
the user may specity conditions under which he or she Would
like to hear a version of the text pronounced in a certain
language, accent, dialect, etc. These and other conditions may
be specified by the user through preference settings and com-
municated to front end 104 of FIG. 1. In situations where a
pronunciation change need not take place, steps 202 through
208 may be entirely skipped.

Other situations may exist in which certain portions of text
strings may be recognized by the system and may not, as a
result, undergo some or all of steps 202 through 208. Instead,
certain programmed rules may dictate how these recognized
portions of text ought to be spoken such that when these
portions are present, the same speech i1s rendered without
having to undergo natural language detection, normalization,
and/or phoneme mapping under certain conditions. For
example, rendering farm 126 of FIG. 1 may be programmed
to recognize certain text strings that correspond to names of
artists/composers, such as “Ce Ce Peniston” and may instruct
a composer component 606 of FIG. 6 to output speech
according to the correct (or commonly-known) pronunciation
of this name. Similarly, with respect to song titles, certain
prefixes or suilixes such as “Dance Remix,” “Live,” “Acous-
tic,” “Version,” and the like may also be recognized and
rendered according to predefined rules. This may be one form
ol selective text-to-speech synthesis. The composer compo-
nent 606, further described herein, may be a component of
render engine 146 (FI1G. 1) used to output actual speech based
on a text string and phonemes, as described herein.

There may be other forms of selective text-to-speech syn-
thesis that are implemented according to certain embodi-
ments of the mvention. For example, certain texts associated
with media assets may be lengthy and users may not be
interested 1n hearing a rendering of the entire string. Thus,

10

15

20

25

30

35

40

45

50

55

60

65

10

only selected portions of texts may be synthesized based on
certain rules. For example, pre-processor 602 of FIG. 6 may
parse through text strings and select certain subsets of text to
be synthesized or not to be synthesized. Thus, certain pro-
grammed rules may dictate which strings are selected or
rejected. Alternatively, such selection may be manually
implemented (1.e., such that individuals known as scrubbers
may go through strings associated with media assets and
decide, while possibly rewriting portions of, the text strings to
be synthesized). This may be especially true for subsets of
which may be small 1n nature, such as classical music, when
compared to other genres.

One embodiment of selective text to speech synthesis may
be provided for classical music (or other genres of) media
assets that filters associated text and/or provides substitutions
for certain fields of information. Classical music may be
particularly relevant for this embodiment because composer
information, which may be classical music’s most identifi-
able aspect, 1s typically omitted 1n associated text. As with
other types of media assets, classical music 1s typically asso-
ciated with name and artist information, however, the name
and artist information 1n the classical music genre 1s often
irrelevant and uninformative.

The methods and techniques discussed herein with respect
to classical music may also be broadly applied to other
genres, for example, 1n the context of selecting certain asso-
ciated text for use in speech synthesis, identitying or high-
lighting certain associated text, and other uses. For example,
in a hip hop media asset, more than one artist may be listed 1n
its associated text. Techniques described herein may be used
to select one or more of the listed artists to be highlighted in
a text string for speech synthesis. In another example, for a
live music recording, techniques described herein may be
used to identify a concert date, concert location, or other
information that may be added or substituted 1n a text string
for speech synthesis. Obviously, other genres and combina-
tions of selected information may also use these techmques.

In a more specific example, a classical music recording
may be 1dentified using the following name: “Organ Concerto
in B-Flat Major Op. 7, No. 1 (HWYV 306): IV. Adagio ad
libitum (from Harpsichord Sonata in G minor HHA 1V, 17
No. 22, Larghetto).” A second classical music recording may
be 1dentified with the following artist: “Bavarian Radio Cho-
rus, Dresden Philharmonic Childrens Chorus, Jan-Hendrik
Rootering, June Anderson, Klaus Knig, Leningrad Members
of the Kirov Orchestra, L.eonard Bernstein, Members of the
Berlin Radio Chorus, Members Of The New York Philhar-
monic, Members of the London Symphony Orchestra, Mem-
bers of the Orchestre de Paris, Members of the Staatskapelle
Dresden, Sarah Walker, Symphomeorchester des Bay-
erischen Rundfunks & Woligang Seeliger.”” Although the
lengthy name and artist information could be synthesized to
speech, 1t would not be usetul to a listener because 1t provides
too much 1rrelevant information and fails to provide the most
uselul 1dentitying information (1.e., the composer). In some
instances, composer imformation for classical music media
assets 1s available as associated text. In this case the composer
information could be used instead of, or 1n addition to, name
and artist information, for text to speech synthesis. In other
scenarios, composer mformation may be swapped 1n the field
for artist information, or the composer information may sim-
ply not be available. In these cases, associated text may be
filtered and substituted with other identitying information for
use 1n text to speech synthesis. More particularly, artist and
name information may be filtered and substituted with com-
poser information, as shown 1n process tlow 220 of FIG. 2A.
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Process 220 may use an original text string communicated
to rendering farm 126 (FIG. 1) and processed using a pre-
processor 602 (FIG. 6) of render engine 146 (FIG. 6) to
provide a modified text string to synthesizer 604 (FIG. 6) and
composer component 606 (FIG. 6). In some embodiments,
process 220 may include selection and filtering criteria based
on user prelerences, and, in other embodiments, standard
algorithms may be applied.

Turning to FIG. 2A, at step 225, abbreviations in a text
string may be normalized and expanded. In particular, name
and artist information abbreviations may be expanded. Typi-
cal classical music abbreviations include: No., Var., Op., and
others. In processing the name in the above example, “Organ
Concerto 1 B-Flat Major Op. 7, No. 1 (HWYV 306): 1V.
Adagio ad libitum (from Harpsichord Sonata in G minor
HHA 1V, 17 No. 22, Larghetto),” at step 225, the abbreviation
for “Op.” may be expanded to “Opus,” and the abbreviations
for “No.” may be expanded to “number.” Abbreviation expan-
s1ion may also mvolve identifying and expanding numerals 1n
the text string. In addition, normalization of numbers or other
abbreviations, or other text may be provided 1n a target lan-
guage pronunciation. For example, “No.” may be expanded to
number, nombre, numero, etc. Certain numerals may be
indicative of a movement. In this case, the number may be
expanded to 1ts relevant ordinal and followed by the word
“movement.” At step 230, details of the text string may be
filtered. Some of the details filtered at step 230 may be con-
sidered uninformative or wrrelevant details, such as, tempo
indications, opus, catalog, or other information may be
removed.

An analysis of the text in the expanded and filtered text
string remaining aiter step 230 may be performed to 1dentily
certain relevant details at step 235. For example, the text
string may be analyzed to determine an associated composer
name. This analysis may be performed by comparing the
words 1n the text string to a list of composers 1n a look up
table. Such a table may be stored 1n a memory (not shown)
located remotely or anywhere 1n frontend 104 (e.g., 1n one or
more render engines 146, rendering servers 136, or anywhere
clse on rendering farm 126). The table may be routinely
updated to include new composers or other details. Identifi-
cation of a composer or other detail may be provided by
comparing a part of, or the entire text string with a listot all or
many common works. Such a list may be provided in the
table. Comparison of the text string with the list may require
a match of some portion of the words 1n the text string.

If only one composer 1s identified as being potentially
relevant to the text string, confidence of 1ts accuracy may be
determined to be relatively high at step 240. On the other
hand, 11 more than one composer 1s 1dentified as being poten-
tially relevant, confidence of each identified composer may be
determined at step 240 by considering one or more factors.
Some of the confidence factors may be based on correlations
between composers and titles, other relevant information
such as time of creation, location, source, and relative volume
of works, or other factors. A specified confidence threshold
may be used to evaluate at step 245 whether an 1dentified
composer 15 likely to be accurate. If the confidence of the
identified composer exceeds the threshold, a new text string 1s
created at step 250 using the composer information. Com-
poser information may be used 1n addition to the original text
string, or substituted with other text string information, such
as name, artist, title, or other information. If the confidence of
the 1dentified composer does not meet the threshold at step
245, the original or standard text string may be used at step
255, The text string obtained using process 220 may be used

in steps 206 (FIG. 2) and 208 (FIG. 5) for speech synthesis.
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Steps 206 and 208 may be performed using any one of
render engines 146 of FIG. 1. More specifically, synthesizer
604 of FIG. 6 may be specifically dedicated to performing
steps 206 and/or 208. Synthesizer 604 may be an off-the-shelf
synthesizer or may be customized to perform steps 206 and
208. At step 210 of FIG. 2, the desired speech may be dertved
from the target phonemes. Step 210 may be performed using
any one of render engines 146 of FIG. 1. More specifically,
composer component 606 of F1G. 6 may be specifically dedi-
cated to performing step 210. Alternatively, synthesized
speech may be provided at step 210 based on the normalized
text, the native phonemes, the target phonemes, or any com-
bination thereof.

Turning to FIG. 3, a flow diagram for determining the
native language of a text string 1n accordance with certain
embodiments of the invention 1s shown. FIG. 3 shows in more
detail the steps that may be undertaken to complete step 202
of F1G. 2. Steps 302 through 306 may be performed using any
one of render engines 146 of FIG. 1. More specifically, pre-
processor 602 of FIG. 6 may perform one or more of these
steps.

At step 302 of FIG. 3, the text string may be separated into
distinct words. This may be achieved by detecting certain
characters that are predefined as boundary points. For
example, 1f a space or a *“_" character occurs before or after a
specific character sequence, pre-processor 602 may conclude
that a particular word that includes the character sequence has
begun or ended with the character occurring after or before
the space or “_.” thereby treating the specific set as a distinct
word. Applying step 302 to the text string “La Vie En Rose”
that was mentioned above may result 1n separating the string
into the following words “La,” “Vie,” “En,” and “Rose.”

In some embodiments, at optional step 304, for each word
that 1s 1dentified 1n step 302 from the text string, a decision
may be made as to whether the word 1s 1n vocabulary (1.e.,
recognized as a known word by the rendering farm). To
implement this step, a table that includes a list of words,
unmigrams, N-grams, character sets or ranges, etc., known in
all known languages may be consulted. Such a table may be
stored 1n a memory (not shown) located remotely or any-
where 1n front end 104 (e.g., in one or more render engines
146, rendering servers 136, or anywhere else on rendering
farm 126). The table may be routinely updated to include new
words, N-grams, efc.

If all the words are recognized (i.e., found 1n the table), then
process 202 transitions to step 306 without undergoing
N-gram analysis at the character level. Otherwise, an N-gram
analysis at the character level may occur at step 304 for each
word that 1s not found in the table. Once step 304 1s com-
pleted, an N-gram analysis at the word level may occur at step
306. In certain embodiments of the invention, step 304 may be
omitted, or step 306 may start before step 304. If a word 1s not
recognized at step 306, an N-gram analysis according to step
304 may be undertaken for that word, before the process of
step 306 may continue, for example.

As can be seen, steps 304 and 306 may involve what may be
referred to as an N-gram analysis, which 1s a process that may
be used to deduce the language of origin for a particular word
or character sequence using probability-based calculations.
Betore discussing these steps further, an explanation of what
1s meant by the term N-gram in the context of the invention 1s
warranted.

An N-gram 1s a sequence of words or characters having a
length N, where N 1s an integer (e.g., 1, 2, 3, etc.). IT N=1, the
N-gram may be referred to as a unigram. If N=2, the N-gram
may be referred to as a bigram. If N=3, the N-gram may be
referred to as a trigram. N-grams may be considered on a
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word level or on a character level. On a word level, an N-gram
may be a sequence of N words. On a character level, an
N-gram may be a sequence of N characters.

Considering the text string “La Vie En Rose” on a word
level, each one of the words “La,” “Vie,” “En,” and “Rose”
may bereferred to as a umgram. Similarly, each one of group-
ings “La Vie,” “Vie En,” and “En Rose” may be referred to as
a bigram. Finally, each one of groupings “La Vie En” and “Vie
En Rose” may be referred to as a trigram. Looking at the same
text string on a character level, each one of “V,” “1,” and “e”
within the word “Vie” may be referred to as a unigram.
Similarly, each one of groupings “Vi” and “i€” may be
referred to as a bigram. Finally, “Vie” may be referred to as a
trigram.

At step 304, an N-gram analysis may be conducted on a
character level for each word that 1s not in the aforementioned
table. For a particular word that 1s not 1n the table, the prob-
ability of occurrence of the N-grams that pertain to the word
may be determined in each known language. Preferably, a
second table that includes probabilities of occurrence of any
N-gram 1n all known languages may be consulted. The table
may include letters from alphabets of all known languages
and may be separate from, or part of, the first table mentioned
above. For each language, the probabilities of occurrence of
all possible N-grams making up the word may be summed 1n
order to calculate a score that may be associated with that
language. The score calculated for each language may be
used as the probability of occurrence of the word 1n a particu-
lar language 1n step 306. Alternatively, the language that 1s
associated with the highest calculated score may be the one
that 1s determined to be the native language of the word. The
latter 1s especially true 11 the text string consists of a single
word.

For example, 11 one were to assume that the first table does
not include the word “vie,” then the probability of occurrence
of all possible unigrams, bigrams, and trigrams pertaining to
the word and/or any combination of the same may be calcu-
lated for English, French, and any or all other known lan-
guages. The following demonstrates such a calculation. How-
ever, the following uses probabilities that are completely
tabricated for the sake of demonstration. For example, assum-
ing that the probabilities of occurrence of trigram ““vie” 1n
English and 1n French are 0.2 and 0.4, respectively, then 1t
may be determined that the probability of occurrence of the
word “vie” in English 1s 0.2 and that the probability of occur-
rence of the word “vie” in French 1s 0.4 1 order to proceed
with step 306 under a {irst scenario. Alternatively, it may be
preliminarily deduced that the native language of the word
“vie” 1s French because the probability in French 1s higher
than in English under a second scenario.

Similarly, assuming that the probabilities of occurrence of
bigrams “v1” and “1€¢” 1n English are 0.2 and 0.15, respec-
tively, and that the probabilities of occurrence of those same
bigrams in French are 0.1 and 0.3, respectively, then it may be
determined that the probability of occurrence of the word
“vie” 1n English 1s the sum, the average, or any other weighted
combination, of 0.2 and 0.15, and that the probability of
occurrence of the word “vie” 1n French 1s the sum, the aver-
age, or any other weighted combination, of 0.1 and 0.3 1n
order to proceed with step 306 under a first scenario. Alter-
natively, 1t may be preliminarily deduced that the native lan-
guage of the word “vie” 1s French because the sum of the
probabilities 1n French (1.e., 0.4) 1s higher than the sum of the
probabilities in English (i.e., 0.35) under a second scenario.

Similarly, assuming that the probabilities of occurrence of
unigrams “v,” “1,” and “€” in English are 0.05, 0.6, and 0.75,
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same unigrams in French are 0.1, 0.6, and 0.6, respectively,
then it may be determined that the probability of occurrence
of the word *““vie” 1n English 1s the sum, the average, or any
other weighted combination, of 0.05, 0.6, and 0.73, and that
the probability of occurrence of the word “vie” i French 1s
the sum, the average, or any other weighted combination, of
0.1, 0.6, and 0.6 1 order to proceed with step 306 under a first
scenario. Alternatively, 1t may be preliminarily deduced that
the native language of the word “vie” 1s English because the
sum of the probabilities in English (1.¢., 1.4) 1s higher than the
sum of the probabilities 1n French (1.e., 1.3) under a second
scenario.

Instead of conducting a single N-gram analysis (1.e., either
a unigram, a bigram, or a trigram analysis), two or more
N-gram analyses may be conducted and the results may be
combined 1n order to deduce the probabilities of occurrence
in certain languages (under the first scenario) or the native
language (under the second scenario). More specifically, 11 a
umgram analysis, a bigram analysis, and a trigram analysis
are all conducted, each of these N-gram sums vield a particu-
lar score for a particular language. These scores may be
added, averaged, or weighted for each language. Under the
first scenario, the final score for each language may be con-
sidered to be the probability of occurrence of the word in that
language. Under the second scenario, the language corre-
sponding to the highest final score may be deduced as being
the native language for the word. The following exemplifies
and details this process.

In the above example, the scores yielded using a trigram
analysis of the word “vie” are 0.2 and 0.4 for English and
French, respectively. Similarly, the scores yielded using a
bigram analysis of the same word are 0.35 (1.e.,0.2+0.15) and
0.4 (1.e., 0.140.3) for English and French, respectively.
Finally, the scores yielded using a unigram analysis of the

same word are 1.4 (1.e., 0.05+0.640.75) and 1.3 (i.e., 0.1+
0.6+0.6) for English and French, respectively. Thus, the final
score associated with English may be determined to be 1.95
(1.e., 0.2+0.35+1.4), whereas the final score associated with
French may be determined to be 2.1 (i.e., 0.4+0.4+1.3) 11 the
scores are simply added. Alternatively, if a particular N-gram

analysis 1s considered to be more reliable, then the individual
scores may be weighted 1n favor of the score calculated using
that N-gram.

Similarly, to come to a final determination regarding native
language under any one of the second scenarios, the more
common preliminary deduction may be adopted. In the above
example, 1t may deduced that the native language of the word
“vie” may be French because two preliminary deductions
have favored French while only one preliminary deduction
has favored English under the second scenarios. Alterna-
tively, the scores calculated for each language from each
N-gram analysis under the second scenarios may be weighted
and added such that the language with the highest weighted
score may be chosen. As yet another alternative, a single
N-gram analysis, such as a bigram or a trigram analysis, may
be used and the language with the highest score may be
adopted as the language of origin.

At step 306, N-gram analysis may be conducted on a word
level. In order to analyze the text string at step 306 on a word
level, the first table that 1s consulted at step 304 may also be
consulted at step 306. In addition to including a list of known
words, the first table may also include the probability of
occurrence of each of these words 1n each known language.
As discussed above 1n connection with the first scenarios that
may be adopted at step 304, in case a word 1s not found 1n the
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first table, the calculated probabilities of occurrence of a word
in several languages may be used in connection with the
N-gram analysis of step 306.

In order to determine the native language of the text string,
“LaVie En Rose” at step 306, the probability of occurrence of
some or all possible unigrams, bigrams, trigrams, and/or any
combination of the same may be calculated for English,
French, and any or all other known languages on a word level.
The following demonstrates such a calculation 1n order to
determine the native language of the text string “La Vie En
Rose.” However, the following uses probabilities that are
completely fabricated for the sake of demonstration.

For example, assuming that the probabilities of occurrence
of trigram “La Vie En” in English and 1n French are 0.01 and
0.7 respectively, then 1t may be preliminarily deduced that the
native language of the text string “La Vie En Rose” 1s French
because the probability 1n French 1s higher than 1n English.

Similarly, assuming that the probabilities of occurrence of
bigrams “La Vie,” “Vie En,” and “En Rose” 1n English are
0.02, 0.01, and 0.1, respectively, and that the probabilities of
occurrence of those same bigrams in French are 0.4, 0.3, and
0.5, respectively, then 1t may be preliminarily deduced that
the native language of the text string “La Vie En Rose” 1s
French because the sum of the probabilities in French (i.e.,
1.2) 1s higher than the sum of the probabilities 1n English (i.e.,
0.13). Similarly, assuming that the probabilities of occur-
rence of unigrams “La,” “Vie,” “En,” and “Rose” in English
arc 0.1,0.2, 0.05, and 0.6, respectively, and that the probabili-
ties of occurrence of those same unigrams 1n French are 0.6,
0.3, 0.2, and 0.4, respectively, then it may be preliminarily
deduced that the native language of the text string “La Vie En
Rose” 1s French because the sum of the probabilities 1n
French (1.e., 1.5) 1s higher than the sum of the probabilities 1n
English (1.e., 0.95).

In order to come to a final determination regarding native
language at step 306, the more common preliminary deduc-
tion may be adopted. In the above example, it may deduced
that the native language of the text string “La Vie En Rose”
may be French because all three preliminary deductions have
tavored French. Alternatively, a single N-gram analysis such
as a unigram, a bigram, or a trigram analysis may be used and
the language with the highest score may be adopted as the
native language. As yet another alternative, the scores calcu-
lated for each language from each N-gram analysis may be
weilghted and added such that the language with the highest
welghted score may be chosen. In other words, instead of
conducting a single N-gram analysis (1.e., either a unigram, a
bigram, or a trigram analysis), two or more N-gram analyses
may be conducted and the results may be combined 1n order
to deduce the natural language. More specifically, 11 a uni-
gram analysis, a bigram analysis, and a trigram analysis are
all conducted, each of these N-gram sums yield a particular
score for a particular language. These scores may be added,
averaged, or weighted for each language, and the language
corresponding to the highest final score may be deduced as
being the natural language for the text string. The following
exemplifies and details this process.

In the above example, the scores yielded using a trigram
analysis of the text string “La Vie En Rose” are 0.01 and 0.7
for English and French, respectively. Similarly, the scores
yielded using a bigram analysis of the same text string are
0.13 (1.e., 0.02+0.0140.1) and 1.2 (.e., 0.440.3+0.5) for
English and French, respectively. Finally, the scores yielded
using a unigram analysis of the same text string are 0.95 (1.¢.,
0.1+0.2+0.0540.6) and 1.5 (1e., 0.6+0.3+0.2+0.4) f{for
English and French, respectively. Thus, the final score asso-
ciated with English may be determined to be 1.09 (i.e., 0.01+
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0.13+0.935), whereas the final score associated with French
may be determined to be 3.4 (1.e., 0.7+1.2+1.5) 1f the scores
are simply added. Therefore, 1t may be finally deduced that
the natural language of the text string “La Vie En Rose™ 1s
French because the final score in French 1s higher than the
final score 1n English.

Alternatively, 1f a particular N-gram analysis 1s considered
to be more reliable, then the individual scores may be
weilghted 1n favor of the score calculated using that N-gram.
Optimum weights may be generated and routinely updated.
For example, 11 trigrams are weighed twice as much as uni-
grams and bigrams, then the final score associated with
English may be determined to be 1.1 (1.e., 2%0.01+0.13+
0.95), whereas the final score associated with French may be
determined to be 4.1 (1.e., 2%0.7+1.2+1.5). Again, 1t may
therefore be finally deduced that the natural language of the
text string “La Vie En Rose” 1s French because the final score
in French 1s higher than the final score 1n English.

Depending on the nature or category of the text string, the
probabilities of occurrence of N-grams used 1n the calcula-
tions of steps 304 and 306 may vary. For example, 11 the text
string pertains to a music file, there may be a particular set of
probabilities to be used if the text string represents a song/
composition title. This set may be different than another set
that 1s used 11 the text string represents the artist, performer, or
composer. Thus the probability set used during N-gram
analysis may depend on the type of metadata associated with
media content.

Language may also be determined by analysis of a charac-
ter set or range of characters 1n a text string, for example,
when there are multiple languages 1n a text string.

Turming to FIG. 4, a flow diagram for normalizing the text
string 1n accordance with certain embodiments of the inven-
tion 1s shown. Text normalization may be implemented so that
the text string may be more easily converted into human
sounding speech. For example, text string normalization may
be used to expand abbreviations. FIG. 4 shows 1n more detail
the steps that may be undertaken to complete step 204 of FI1G.
2. Steps 402 through 410 may be performed using any one of
render engines 146 of F1G. 1. More specifically, pre-proces-
sor 602 of FIG. 6 may perform these steps.

At step 402 of FIG. 4, the text string may be analyzed 1n
order to determine whether characters other than alphabetical
characters exist 1n the text string. Such characters, which may
be referred to as non-alphabetical characters, may be numeric
characters or any other characters, such as punctuation marks
or symbols that are notrecognized as letters 1n any alphabet of
the known languages. Step 402 may also include separating
the text string into distinct words as specified 1n connection
with step 302 of FIG. 3.

For each non-alphabetical character identified at step 402,
a determination may be made at step 404 as to what potential
alphabetical character or string of characters may correspond
to the non-alphabetical character. To do this, a lookup table
that includes a list of non-alphabetical characters may be
consulted. Such a table may include a list of alphabetical
characters or string of characters that are known to potentially
correspond to each non-alphabetical character. Such a table
may be stored 1n a memory (not shown) located remotely or
anywhere 1in front end 104 (e.g., in one or more render engines
146, rendering servers 136, or anywhere else on rendering
farm 126). The table may be routinely updated to include new
alphabetical character(s) that potentially correspond to non-
alphabetic characters. In addition, a context-sensitive analy-
s1s for non-alphabetical characters may be used. For example,
a dollar sign “$” in “$0.99”” and “$hort” may be associated
with the term “dollar(s)” when used with numbers, or with
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“S” when used 1n conjunction with letters. A table look up
may be used for such context-sensitive analysis, or algo-
rithms, or other methods.

Each alphabetical character or set of characters that are
identified as potentially corresponding to the non-alphabeti-
cal character identified at step 402 may be tested at step 406.
More specifically, the non-alphabetical character identified 1n
a word at step 402 may be substituted for one corresponding
alphabetical character or set of characters. A decision may be
made as to whether the modified word (or test word) that now
includes only alphabetical characters may be found 1 a
vocabulary list at step 407. To implement step 407, a table
such as the table discussed in connection with step 302, or any
other appropriate table, may be consulted i order to deter-
mine whether the modified word 1s recognized as a known
word 1n any known language. If there 1s one match of the test
word with the vocabulary list, the matched word may be used
in place of the original word.

If the test word matches more than one word 1n the vocabu-
lary list, the table may also include probabilities of occur-
rence of known words 1n each known language. The substi-
tute character(s) that yield a modified word having the highest
probability of occurrence 1n any language may be chosen at
step 408 as the most likely alphabetical character(s) that
correspond to the non-alphabetical character identified at step
402. In other words, the test string having the highest prob-
ability of occurrence may be substituted for the original text
string. If the unmodified word contains more than one non-
alphabetical character, then all possible combinations of
alphabetical characters corresponding to the one or more
non-alphabetical characters may be tested at step 406 by
substituting all non-alphabetical characters in a word, and the
most likely substitute characters may be determined at step
408 based on which resulting modified word has the highest
probability of occurrence.

In some 1nstances, a test word or the modified text string
may not match any words in the vocabulary at step 407. When
this occurs, agglomeration and/or concatenation techniques
may be used to 1dentity the word. More specifically, at step
412, the test word may be analyzed to determine whether 1t
matches any combination of words, such as a pair of words, 1in
the vocabulary list. I a match 1s found, a determination of the
likelihood of the match may be made at step 408. If more than
one match 1s found, the table may be consulted for data
indicating highest probability of occurrence of the words
individually or 1n combination at step 408. At step 410, the
most likely alphabetical character or set of characters may be
substituted for the non-alphabetical character in the text
string at step 410. The phonemes for the matched words may
be substituted as described at step 208. Techniques for selec-
tively stressing the phonemes and words may be used, such as
those described 1n connection with process 700 (FI1G. 7), as
appropriate.

If no match 1s found at step 412 between the test word and
any agglomeration or concatenation of terms 1n the vocabu-
lary list, at step 414, the original text string may be used, or the
non-alphabetical character word may be removed. This may
result 1n the original text string being synthesized into speech
pronouncing the symbol or non-alphabetical character, or
having a silent segment.

In some embodiments of the invention, the native language
of the text string, as determined at step 202 may intluence
which substitute character(s) are selected at step 408. Simi-
larly, the target language may additionally or alternatively
influence which substitute character(s) may be picked at step
408. For example, if a word such as “n.” (e.g., which may be
known to correspond to an abbreviation of a number) 1s found
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1n a text string, characters “umber” or “umero” may be 1den-
tified at step 404 as likely substitute characters in order to
yield the word “number” in English or the word “numero” in
Italian. The substitute characters that are ultimately selected
at step 408 may be based on whether the native or target
language 1s determined to be English or Italian. As another
example, 1 a numerical character such as “3” 1s found 1n a text
string, characters “three,” “drei1,” “tro1s,” and “tres” may be
identified at step 404 as likely substitute characters in
English, German, French, and Spanish, respectively. The sub-
stitute characters that are ultimately selected at step 408 may
be based on whether the native or target language 1s any one
of these languages.

At step 410, the non-alphabetical character identified at
step 402 may be replaced with the substitute character(s)
chosen at step 408. Steps 402 through 410 may be repeated
until there are no more non-alphabetical characters remaining
in the text string. Some non-alphabetical characters may be
unique to certain languages and, as such, may have a single
character or set of alphabetical characters in the table that are
known to correspond to the particular non-alphabetical char-
acter. In such a situation, steps 406 and 408 may be skipped
and the single character or set of characters may be substi-
tuted for the non-alphabetical character at step 410.

The following 1s an example that demonstrates how the text
string “P!NK” may be normalized 1n accordance with process
204 as follows. Non-alphabetical character “!” may be
detected at step 402. At step 404, a lookup table operation
may vield two potential alphabetical characters “I” and “L”" as
corresponding to non-alphabetical character “!”—and at
steps 406-408, testing each of the potential corresponding
characters may reveal that the word “PINK”™ has a higher
likelihood of occurrence than the word “PLNK” 1n a known
language. Thus, the most likely alphabetical character(s) that
correspond to non-alphabetical character “!” 1s chosen as “1.”
and the text string “P!NK” may be replaced by text string
“PINK” for further processing. If a non-alphabetical charac-
ter 1s not recognized at step 404 (e.g., there 1s no entry corre-
sponding to the character in the table), 1t may be replaced with
some character which, when synthesized into speech, 1s of a
short duration, as opposed to replaced with nothing, which
may result in a segment of silence.

In another example, the text string “HS8PRIUS” may be
normalized 1n accordance with process 204 as follows. Non-
alphabetical character “8” may be detected at step 402. At
step 404, a lookup table operation may yield two potential
alphabetical characters “ATE” and “EIGHT” as correspond-
ing to non-alphabetical character “8”—and at steps 406 and
407, testing each of the potential corresponding characters
“HATEPRIUS” and “HEIGHTPRIUS” may reveal that nei-
ther word 1s found 1n the vocabulary list. At step 412, agglom-
eration and/or concatenation techmques are applied to the test
strings “HATEPRIUS” and “HEIGHTPRIUS” to determine
whether the test strings match any combination of words 1n
the vocabulary list. This may be accomplished by splitting the
test string into multiple segments to find a match, such as “HA
TEPRIUS,” “HAT EPRIUS, “HATE PRIUS,” “HAITE
RIUS,” “HAT EPRI US,” “HATEP RIUS,” “HE IGHT
PRIUS,” etc. Other techniques may also be used. Matches
may be found in the vocabulary list for “HATE PRIUS” and
“HEIGHT PRIUS.”” At step 408, the word pairs “HATE
PRIUS” and “HEIGHT PRIUS” may be analyzed to deter-
mine the likelihood of correspondence of those words alone
or 1n combination with the original text string by consulting a
table. For example, a comparison of the sound of the number
“8” may be made with the words “HATE” and “HEIGHT” to

identify a likelithood of correspondence. Since “HATE”
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rhymes with 8. the agglomeration of words “HATE
PRIUS” may be determined to be the most likely word pair t
correspond to “HS8PRIUS.” The words (and phonemes for)
“HATE PRIUS” may then be substituted at step 410 for
“H8PRIUS.”

It 1s worth noting that, for the particular example provided
above, it may be more logical to implement normalization
step 204 betfore natural language detection step 202 in process
200. However, 1n other mstances, 1t may be more logical to
undergo step 202 before step 204. In yet other instances,
process 200 may step through steps 202 and 204 before again
going through step 202. This may help demonstrate why
process 200 may be iterative 1n part, as mentioned above.

Turning to FIG. 5, a flow diagram for performing a process
208, which may be referred to as phoneme mapping, is
shown. Obtaining the native phonemes 1s one of the steps
required to implement phoneme mapping. As discussed in
connection with FIG. 2, the one or more phonemes that cor-
respond to the text string in the text’s native language may be
obtained at step 206. More specifically, at step 502 of FIG. 5,
which may correspond to step 206 of FIG. 2, a first native
phoneme may be obtained for the text string. A pronunciation
for that phoneme 1s subsequently mapped 1into a pronuncia-
tion for a phoneme 1n the target language through steps 504
and 506 according to certain embodiments of the imvention.
Alternatively, a pronunciation for phonemes may be associ-
ated and obtained via a look up table. Steps 504 and 506 of
FIG. S show 1n more detail the different processes that may be
undertaken to complete step 208 of FIG. 2, for example. In
other words, steps 504 and 506 may correspond to step 208.
Steps 502 through 506 may be performed using any one of
render engines 146 of FIG. 1. More specifically, synthesizer
604 of FIG. 6 may perform these steps.

Atstep 502 of FIG. 5, a first native phoneme corresponding
to the text string may be obtained 1n the text’s native language.
As process 208 1s repeated, all native phonemes of the text
string may be obtained. As specified above, a phoneme 1s a
mimmal sound unit of speech that, when contrasted with
another phoneme, atfects the naming of words in a particular
language. For example, 11 the native language of text string
“schul” 1s determined to be German, then the phonemes
obtained at step 206 may be “Sh,” “UH,” and “LX.” Thus, the
phonemes obtained at each instance of step 502 may be first
phoneme “Sh,” second phoneme “UH,” and third phoneme
“LX.

In addition to the actual phonemes that may be obtained for
the text string, markup information related to the text string,
may also be obtained at step 502. Such markup information
may include syllable boundaries, stress (1.e., pitch accent),
prosodic annotation or part ol speech, and the like. Such
information may be used to guide the mapping of phonemes
between languages as discussed further below.

For the native phoneme obtained at step 502, a determina-
tion may be made at step 504 as to what potential phoneme(s)
in the target language may correspond to 1t. To do this, a
lookup table mapping phonemes in the native language to
phonemes 1n the target language according to certain rules
may be consulted. One table may exist for any given pair of
languages or dialects. For the purposes of the ivention, a
different dialect of the same language may be treated as a
separate language. For example, while there may be a table
mapping English phonemes (e.g., phonemes in American
English) to Italian phonemes and vice versa, other tables may
exist mapping British English phonemes to American English
phonemes and vice versa. All such tables may be stored 1n a
database on a memory (not shown) located remotely or any-
where 1n front end 104 (e.g., 1n one or more render engines
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146, rendering servers 136, or anywhere else on rendering
farm 126). These table may be routinely updated to include
new phonemes 1n all languages.

An exemplary table for a given pair of languages may
include a list of all phonemes known 1n a first language under
a first column, as well as a list of all phonemes known 1n a
second language under a second column. Each phoneme from
the first column may map to one or more phonemes from the
second column according to certain rules. Choosing the first
language as the native language and the second language as
the target language may call up a table from which any pho-
neme from the first column in the native language may be
mapped to one or more phonemes from the second column in
the target language.

For example, 11 1t 1s desired to synthesize the text string
“schul” (whose native language was determined to be Ger-
man) such that the resulting speech 1s vocalized in English
(1.e., the target language 1s set to English), then a table map-
ping German phonemes to English phonemes may be called
up at step 504. The German phoneme “UH” obtained for this
text string, for example, may map to a single English pho-
neme “UW” at step 504.

I only one target phoneme 1s identified at step 504, then
that sole target phoneme may be selected as the target pho-
neme corresponding to the native phoneme obtained at step
502. Otherwise, 1f there 1s more than one target phoneme to
which the native phoneme may map, then the most likely
target phoneme may be 1dentified at step 506 and selected as
the target phoneme that corresponds to the native phoneme
obtained at step 502.

In certain embodiments, the most likely target phoneme
may be selected based on the rules discussed above that
govern how phonemes 1n one language may map to phonemes
in other language within a table. Such rules may be based on
the placement of the native phoneme within a syllable, word,
or neighboring words within the text string as shown 1n 516,
the word or syllable stress related to the phoneme as shown in
526, any other markup information obtained at step 502, or
any combination of the same. Alternatively, statistical analy-
s1s may be used to map to the target phoneme as shown 1n 536,
heuristics may be used to correct an output for exceptions,
such as 1dioms or special cases, or using any other appropriate
method. If a target phoneme 1s not found at step 504, then the
closest phoneme may be picked from the table. Alternatively,
phoneme mapping at step 506 may be implemented as
described 1n commonly-owned U.S. Pat. Nos. 6,122,616,
5,878,396, and 5,860,064, 1ssued on Sep. 19, 2000, Mar. 2,
1999, and Jan. 12, 1999, respectively, each of which are
hereby incorporated by reference herein in their entireties.

Repeating steps 502 through 506 for the entire text string
(e.g., Tor each word 1n the text string) may yield target pho-
nemes that can dictate how the text string 1s to be vocalized in
the target language. This output may be fed to composer
component 606 of FIG. 6, which i turn may provide the
actual speech as 11 1t were spoken by a person whose native
language 1s the target language. Additional processing to
make the speech sound more authentic or have it be percerved
as more pleasant by users, or, alternatively, to blend 1t better
with the media content, may be implemented. Such process-
ing may include dynamics compression, reverberation, de-
essing, level matching, equalizing, and/or adding any other
suitable effects. Such speech may be stored in a format and
provided to users through the system described 1n conjunc-
tion with FIG. 1. The synthesized speech may be provided in
accordance with the techniques described in commonly-
owned, co-pending patent application Ser. No. 10/981,993,
filed on Nov. 4, 2004 (now U.S. Published Patent Application
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No. 2006/0095848), and 1n commonly-owned, co-pending
patent application Ser. No. 11/369,480, filed on Mar. 6, 2006

(now U.S. Published Patent Application No. 2006-0168150),
cach of which 1s mentioned above.

Additional processing for speech synthesis may also be
provided by render engine 146 (FIG. 6) according to the
process 700 shown 1n FIG. 7. Process 700 may be designed to
enhance synthesized speech flow so that a concatenation of
words, or phrases may be synthesized with a connector to
have a natural flow. For example, associated content for a
media asset song “1979” by the “Smashing Pumpkins” may
be synthesized to speech to include the song title “1979” and
“Smashing Pumpkins.” The connectors words “by the” may
be inserted between the song and artist. In another example,
associated content for “Borderline” by “Madonna™ may be
synthesized using the connector term “by.” In addition, the
connector word “by” may be synthesized in a selected manner
that enhances speech tlow between the concatenated words
and phrases.

Process 700 may be performed using processing of asso-
ciated text via pre-processor 602 (FI1G. 6). Processed text may
be synthesized to speech using synthesizer 604 (FIG. 6) and
composer component 606 (FIG. 6). Optionally, functions
provided by synthesizer 604 (FIG. 6) and composer compo-
nent 606 (FIG. 6) are provided by one integrated component.
In some embodiments, process 700 may be performed prior to
step 210 (FIG. 2) so that a complete text string 1s synthesized.
In other embodiments, process 700 may be provided after
step 210 to connect elements of synthesized speech.

Turning to FIG. 7, a phoneme for a text string of at least two
words to be concatenated may be obtained at step 720. For
example, phonemes for associated text of a media asset name
and artist may be obtained for concatenation in delivery as
synthesized speech. To select a connector term for 1nsertion
between the name and artist word(s), a last letter (or last
syllable) of the phoneme for the song name may be identified
at step 730. Also at step 730, a first letter (or first syllable) of
the phoneme for the artist may be identified. Using the
example above, for the song name “1979,” the last letter “E”
(or syllable) for the phoneme for the last word “nine” 1s
identified, together with the first letter *“S™ (or first syllable)
tor the artist “Smashing Pumpkins.”

One or more connector terms may be selected at step 740
based on the identified letters (or syllables) by consulting a
table and comparing the letters to a list of letters and associ-
ated phonemes 1n the table. Such a table may be stored 1n a
memory (not shown) located remotely or anywhere 1 front
end 104 (e.g., 1n one or more render engines 146, rendering
servers 136, or anywhere ¢lse on rendering farm 126). The
table may be routinely updated to include new information or
other details. In addition, a version of the selected connector
term may be 1dentified by consulting the table. For example,
“by” may be pronounced 1n several ways, one of which may
sound more natural when 1nserted between the concatenated
terms.

The connector term and relevant version of the connector
term may be inserted 1n a modified text string at step 750
between the concatenated words. The modified text string
may be delivered to the composer component 606 (F1G. 6) for
speech synthesis.

The systems and methods described herein may be used to
provide text to speech synthesis for delivering information
about media assets to a user. In use, the speech synthesis may
be provided 1n addition to, or 1nstead of, visual content infor-
mation that may be provided using a graphical user interface
in a portable electronic device. Delivery of the synthesized
speech may be customized according to a user’s preference,
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and may also be provided according to certain rules. For
example, a user may select user preferences that may be
related to certain fields of information to be delivered (e.g.,
artist information only), rate of delivery, language, voice
type, skipping repeating words, and other preferences. Such
selection may be made by the user via the PED 108 (FIG. 1)
directly, or via a host device 102 (FIG. 1). Such types of
selections may also be automatically matched and configured
to a particular user according to the process 800 shown in
FIG. 8.

Process 800 may be implemented on a PED 108 using
programming and processors on the PED. As shown, a speech
synthesis segment may be obtained at step 820 by PED 108.
The speech synthesis segment may be obtained via delivery
from the front end 104 (FIG. 1) to the PED 108 (FIG. 1) via
network 106 (FIG. 1) and 1n some instances, from host device
102 (FIG. 1). In general, speech synthesis segments may be
associated with a media asset that may be concurrently deliv-
ered to the PED 108 (FIG. 1).

The PED may include programming capable of determin-
ing whether 1ts user 1s listening to speech synthesis at step
830. For example, the PED may determine that selections are
made by a user to listen to speech synthesis. In particular, a
user may actively select speech synthesis delivery, or not
actively omit speech synthesis delivery. User inputs may also
be determined at step 840. User inputs may include, for
example, skipping speech synthesis, fast forwarding through
speech synthesis, or any other input. These inputs may be
used to determine an appropriate segment delivery type. For
example, 11 a user 1s fast forwarding through speech synthe-
s1zed information, the rate of the delivery of speech synthesis
may be increased. Increasing a rate of delivery may be per-
formed using faster speech rates, shortening breaks or spaces
between words, truncating phrases, or other techniques. In
other embodiments, 11 the user fast forwards through speech
synthesized imnformation, 1t may be omitted for subsequent
media 1tems, or the next time the particular media item 1s
presented to the user.

At step 850 repetitive text may be 1identified 1n the segment.
For example, 1f a word has been used recently (such as 1n a
prior or preceding artist 1n a collection of songs by the artist),
the repeated word may be 1dentified. In some embodiments,
repeated words may be omitted from a segment delivered to a
user. In other embodiments, a repeated word may be pre-
sented 1n a segment at a higher rate of speech, for example,
using laster speech patterns and/or shorter breaks between
words. In another embodiment, repeated phrases may be trun-
cated.

Based on the user’s use of speech synthesis identified at
step 830, user’s iputs determined at step 840, and repetitive
text identified at step 850, a customized segment may be
delivered to a user at step 860. User-customized segments
may include a delivered segment that omits repeated words,
changes a rate of delivery or playback of the segment, trun-
cating phrases, or other changes. Combinations of changes
may be made based on the user’s use and inputs and segment
terms, as appropriate.

As can be seen from the above, a number of systems and
methods may be used alone or 1n combination for synthesiz-
ing speech from text using sophisticated text-to-speech algo-
rithms. In the context of media content, such text may be any
metadata associated with the media content that may be
requested by users. The synthesized speech may therefore act
as audible means that may help 1dentily the media content to
users. In addition, such speech may be rendered 1n high qual-
ity such that 1t sounds as 11 1t were spoken 1n normal human
language 1n an accent or dialect that 1s familiar to a user, no
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matter the native language of the text or the user. Not only are
these algorithms eflicient, they may be implemented on a
server farm so as to be able to synthesize speech at high rates
and provide them to users of existing portable electronic
devices without having to modity these devices. Thus, therate
at which synthesized speech may be provided can be about
one-twentieth of real time (1.e., a fraction of the length of the
time a normal speaker would take to read the text that 1s
desired to be converted).
Various configurations described herein may be combined
without departing from the invention. The above-described
embodiments of the invention are presented for purposes of
illustration and not of limitation. The 1nvention also can take
many forms other than those explicitly described herein, and
can be improved to render more accurate speech. For
example, users may be given the opportunity to provide feed-
back to enable the server farm or front end operator to provide
more accurate rendering of speech. For example, users may
be able to provide feedback regarding what they believe to be
the language of origin of particular text, the correct expansion
ol certain abbreviations in the text, and the desired pronun-
ciation of certain words or characters 1n the text. Such feed-
back may be used to populate the various tables discussed
above, override the different rules or steps described, and the
like.
Accordingly, 1t 1s emphasized that the mvention i1s not
limited to the explicitly disclosed systems and methods, butis
intended to include variations to and modifications thereof
which are within the spirit of the following claims.
What 1s claimed 1s:
1. A method for customizing delivery of synthesized
speech, the method comprising:
generating a speech segment from one or more text strings
describing or i1dentifying a media asset having audio
data distinct from the generated speech segment;

obtaining user mput requesting a variation in speech deliv-
ery accompanying the media asset;

in response to the user mput, customizing the speech seg-

ment by modifying selected portions of the speech seg-

ment at a server device, wherein the customizing further

COMPrises:

automatically detecting one or more repeated portions in
the speech segment; and

automatically modifying the speech segment by per-
forming one or more of: (1) omitting at least one of the
repeated portions from the speech segment, (2) using
faster speech patterns for at least one of the repeated
portions, (3) shortening breaks between words 1n at
least one of the repeated portions, and (4) truncating
one or more phrases 1n at least one of the repeated
portions; and

providing the customized speech segment from the server

deviceto a user device for playback with the media asset.

2. The method of claim 1 wherein customizing the speech
segment by moditying selected portions of the speech seg-
ment further comprises:

shortening breaks between words within the speech seg-

ment to generate the customized speech segment.

3. The method of claim 1 wherein the user mput specifies
one or more preferred information fields among a plurality of
information fields available 1n the speech segment.

4. The method of claim 1 wherein the user input requests at
least one of fast forwarding and skipping playback of speech
content at the user device.

5. The method of claim 1 wherein the user input requests
omission of repeated information from speech content deliv-
ered to the user device.
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6. The method of claim 1 wherein customizing the speech
segment by moditying selected portions of the speech seg-
ment further comprises:

including in the customized speech segment respective

portions of the speech segment corresponding to one or
more user-selected information fields, while omitting at
least one field of information in the speech segment from
the customized speech segment.

7. The method of claim 1, further comprising:

detecting user mput fast forwarding or skipping playback

of at least a first speech segment previously delivered to
the user device; and

in response to the detecting, modifying a delivery rate for a

second speech segment to be delivered from the client
device to the user device.

8. The method of claim 1, further comprising;

detecting user mput fast forwarding or skipping playback

of at least a first speech segment previously delivered to
the user device; and

in response to the detecting, customizing speech delivery

for a second speech segment to be delivered from the
client device to the user device.
9. The method of claim 8, wherein customizing speech
delivery for the second speech segment comprises atleast one
of: (1) shortening breaks between words within the second
speech segment before delivering the second speech segment
to the user device, (2) truncating one or more phrases within
the second speech segment before delivering the second
speech segment to the user device, and (3) omitting delivery
of the second speech segment to the user device.
10. A non-transitory computer-readable storage medium
storing one or more programs, the one or more programs
comprising 1nstructions, which when executed by one or
more processors, cause the one or more processors to:
generate a speech segment from one or more text strings
describing or i1dentifying a media asset having audio
data distinct from the generated speech segment;

obtain user input requesting a variation in speech delivery
accompanying the media asset;

in response to the user mput, customize the speech segment

by moditying selected portions of the speech segment at

a server device, wherein the customizing further com-

prises:

automatically detecting one or more repeated portions in
the speech segment; and

automatically modilying the speech segment by per-
forming one or more of: (1) omitting at least one o the
repeated portions from the speech segment, (2) using
taster speech patterns for at least one of the repeated
portions, (3) shortening breaks between words 1n at
least one of the repeated portions, and (4) truncating,
one or more phrases 1n at least one of the repeated
portions; and

provide the customized speech segment from the server

device to a user device for playback with the media asset.

11. The computer-readable storage medium of claim 10
wherein customizing the speech segment by modifying
selected portions of the speech segment further comprises:

shortening breaks between words within the speech seg-

ment to generate the customized speech segment.

12. The computer-readable storage medium of claim 10
wherein the user input specifies one or more preferred infor-
mation fields among a plurality of information fields available
in the speech segment.

13. The computer-readable storage medium of claim 10
wherein the user input requests at least one of fast forwarding,
and skipping playback of speech content at the user device.
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14. The computer-readable storage medium of claim 10
wherein the user input requests omission of repeated nfor-
mation from speech content delivered to the user device.

15. The computer-readable storage medium of claim 10
wherein customizing the speech segment by modifying
selected portions of the speech segment further comprises:

including 1n the customized speech segment respective

portions of the speech segment corresponding to one or
more user-selected information fields, while omitting at
least one field of information in the speech segment from
the customized speech segment.

16. The computer-readable storage medium of claim 10,
wherein the mstructions further cause the one or more pro-
Cessors to:

detect user input fast forwarding or skipping playback of at

least a first speech segment previously delivered to the
user device; and

in response to the detecting, modity a delivery rate for a

second speech segment to be delivered from the client
device to the user device.

17. The computer-readable storage medium of claim 10,
wherein the mstructions further cause the one or more pro-
CESSOrs 10:

detect user input fast forwarding or skipping playback of at

least a first speech segment previously delivered to the
user device; and

in response to the detecting, customize speech delivery for

a second speech segment to be delivered from the client
device to the user device.
18. The computer-readable storage medium of claim 17,
wherein customizing speech delivery for the second speech
segment comprises at least one of: (1) shortening breaks
between words within the second speech segment before
delivering the second speech segment to the user device, (2)
truncating one or more phrases within the second speech
segment before delivering the second speech segment to the
user device, and (3) omitting delivery of the second speech
segment to the user device.
19. A system, comprising:
one or more processors; and
memory, the memory storing one or more programs, the
one or more programs comprising instructions, which
when executed by the one or more processors, cause the
One Or more processors to:

generate a speech segment from one or more text strings
describing or i1dentifying a media asset having audio
data distinct from the generated speech segment;

obtain user iput requesting a variation 1n speech delivery
accompanying the media asset;

in response to the user input, customize the speech segment

by modilying selected portions of the speech segment at

a server device, wherein the customizing further com-

prises:

automatically detecting one or more repeated portions in
the speech segment; and

automatically modifying the speech segment by per-
forming one or more of: (1) omitting at least one of the
repeated portions from the speech segment, (2) using
faster speech patterns for at least one of the repeated
portions, (3) shortening breaks between words 1n at
least one of the repeated portions, and (4) truncating
one or more phrases 1n at least one of the repeated
portions; and

provide the customized speech segment from the server

deviceto a user device for playback with the media asset.
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20. The system of claim 19 wherein customizing the
speech segment by modifying selected portions of the speech
segment further comprises:

shortening breaks between words within the speech seg-

ment to generate the customized speech segment.

21. The system of claim 19 wherein the user input specifies
one or more preferred information fields among a plurality of
information fields available 1n the speech segment.

22. The system of claim 19 wherein the user input requests
at least one of fast forwarding and skipping playback of
speech content at the user device.

23. The system of claim 19 wherein the user input requests
omission of repeated information from speech content deliv-
ered to the user device.

24. The system of claim 19 wherein customizing the
speech segment by modifying selected portions of the speech
segment further comprises:

including 1n the customized speech segment respective

portions of the speech segment corresponding to one or
more user-selected information fields, while omitting at
least one field of information in the speech segment from
the customized speech segment.

25. The system of claim 19, wherein the instructions fur-
ther cause the one or more processors to:

detect user input fast forwarding or skipping playback of at

least a first speech segment previously delivered to the
user device; and

in response to the detecting, modily a delivery rate for a

second speech segment to be delivered from the client
device to the user device.

26. The system of claim 19, wherein the instructions fur-
ther cause the one or more processors to:

detect user input fast forwarding or skipping playback of at

least a first speech segment previously delivered to the
user device; and

in response to the detecting, customize speech delivery for

a second speech segment to be delivered from the client
device to the user device.

277. The system of claim 26, wherein customizing speech
delivery for the second speech segment comprises at least one
of: (1) shortening breaks between words within the second
speech segment before delivering the second speech segment
to the user device, (2) truncating one or more phrases within
the second speech segment before delivering the second
speech segment to the user device, and (3) omitting delivery
of the second speech segment to the user device.

28. A method for customizing delivery of synthesized
speech, the method comprising:

generating a speech segment from one or more text strings

associated with or identilfying a media asset;

obtaining user input requesting a variation 1n speech deliv-

ery accompanying the media asset;

in response to the user mput, customizing the speech seg-

ment by moditying selected portions of the speech seg-
ment at a server device; and

providing the customized speech segment from the server

device to a user device for playback with the media asset,
wherein customizing the speech segment by modifying
selected portions of the speech segment further com-
Prises:
automatically detecting one or more repeated portions in
the speech segment; and
automatically modifying the speech segment by per-
forming one or more of: (1) omitting at least one o the
repeated portions from the speech segment, (2) using
taster speech patterns for at least one of the repeated
portions, (3) shortening breaks between words 1n at
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least one of the repeated portions, and (4) truncating
one or more phrases 1n at least one of the repeated
portions.

29. A non-transitory computer-readable storage medium

28

30. A system, comprising;:

one or more processors; and

memory, the memory storing one or more programs, the
one or more programs comprising instructions, which

when executed by the one or more processors, cause the

one Oor more processors to:
generate a speech segment from one or more text strings

storing one or more programs, the one or more programs °
comprising 1nstructions, which when executed by one or
more processors, cause the one or more processors to:

generate a speech segment from one or more text strings
associated with or identitying a media asset;

associated with or identilying a media asset;
obtain user input requesting a variation in speech delivery

. . . C o : 10 accompanying the media asset;
obtain user mput requesting a variation 1n speech delivery . . .
accompanying the media asset: in response to the user input, customize the speech segment
_ _ " by moditying selected portions of the speech segment at
in response to the user input, customize the speech segment a9 server device: and
by modifying selected portions of the speech segment at provide the customized speech segment from the server
d SCIver device; apd 15 device to auser device for playback with the media asset,
provide the customized speech segment from the server wherein customizing the speech segment by modifying
device to a user device for playback with the media asset, selected portions of the speech segment further com-
wherein customizing the speech segment by modilying prises:
selected portions of the speech segment further com- automatically detecting one or more repeated portions in
prises. | .20 the speech segment; and
automatlcalj.y detecting one or more repeated portions 1n automatically modifying the speech segment by per-
the speech segment; and forming one or more of: (1) omitting at least one ofthe
automatically modifying the speech segment by per- repeated portions from the speech segment, (2) using
forming one or more of: (1) omitting at least one of the faster speech patterns for at least one of the repeated
repeated portions from the speech segment, (2) using 5 portions, (3) shortening breaks between words in at

faster speech patterns for at least one of the repeated
portions, (3) shortening breaks between words 1n at
least one of the repeated portions, and (4) truncating,
one or more phrases 1n at least one of the repeated
portions.

least one of the repeated portions, and (4) truncating
one or more phrases 1n at least one of the repeated
portions.
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